BEFORE THE GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE FOR THE STATE BAR 
DISTRICT NO. 8-B THE STATE BAR OF TEXAS 


COMPLAINT AGAINST t 
RONALD H, MOODY I NO. 8B-0064-86-87 
WACO, TEXAS I 


AGREED JUDGMENT OF SUSPENSION 


BE IT REMEMBERED that a complaint was docketed with the Griev- 
ance Committee for State Bar District No. 8-B, State Bar of Texas, 
against Ronald H. Moody, a licensed attorney and member of the State 
Bar of Texas, residing and maintaining an office in Waco, McLennan 
County, Texas, by the said Grievance Committee as complainant, 
alleging certain acts of professional misconduct on the part of said 
Ronald H. Moody, hereinafter referred to as "Respondent," which 
occurred in McLennan County, Texas. The Committee has considered 
the complaint, and Respondent, after being duly notified of the 
complaint, submitted his response to the allegations, and the 
Committee, having considered the complaint, response, and all 
evidence submitted to it, makes the following findings of fact: 

That Respondent, Ronald H. Moody, made large cash campaign 

contributions to District Attorney Vic Feazell; that such 

large campaign contributions appeared to influence Vic 

Feazell's actions as a public official; that such large 

cash contributions were solicited and accepted by Vic 

Feazell; that such large cash contributions had at least 

the appearance of impropriety; and that respondent pleaded 

guilty to a misdemeanor offense of failure to pay income 

tax, a violation of 26 U.S.C. § 7203. 


Based upon and in consideration of the above findings of fact, 


the Committee makes the following conclusions of lay 
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That such conduct on the part of Ronald H. Moody consti- 

tuted conduct prejudicial to the administration of justice 

and conduct that adversely reflects on his fitness to 

practice law in violation of DR 1-102(A) (5) and (6) of the 

Disciplinary Rules of the State Bar of Texas. 

By reason of the foregoing findings of fact and conclusions of 
law, the Committee is of the opinion that Respondent is guilty of 
professional misconduct and should be disciplined, However, the 
Committee further finds the existence of mitigating circumstances 
which warrant consideration by the Committee in connection with the 
imposition of disciplinary sanctions including the following: 

That Respondent disclosed such conduct to government 

investigators and prosecutors; that Respondent cooperated 

with government investigators and prosecutors in connec- 
tion with a criminal action against Vic Feazell; that 

Respondent testified truthfully in such criminal Proceed— 

ing against Vic Feazell; that Respondent is remorseful 

with regard to such misconduct on his part; that Respon- 

dent has a good reputation in the community; and that 

Respondent has already suffered by reason of damage to his 

law practice. 

Considering the professional misconduct described above, and 
the mitigating circumstances described above, the Committee is of 
the opinion that Respondent should be suspended from the practice of 
law for one year. It further appears to the Committee that the best 
interest of the public and of Respondent will be served by suspend- 
ing the imposition of the foregoing disciplinary sanction and 
allowing Respondent to continue to practice law under probation for 
a period of one year, subject to Respondent's compliance with the 
terms and conditions of probation set forth below, said period of 
probation to begin on the date that Respondent agrees to the entry 
of this judgment by signing and having acknowledged the Consent to 


Judgment form appended to the Agreed Judgment of Suspension. 
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It is, therefore, ORDERED that Respondent is hereby suspended 
from the practice of law in the State of Texas for one year; that 
the imposition of such disciplinary sanction is hereby suspended 
subject to the following terms and conditions of probation; and that 
Respondent shall comply with the following terms and conditions of 
Probation for a period of one year beginning on the date that 
Respondent agrees to the entry of this Judgment: 

1. That Respondent shall commit no offense against the 

laws of this State or of any other State or of the 
United States. 

2. That Respondent shall commit no violation of any of 

the Disciplinary Rules of the State Bar of Texas. 

3. That Respondent shall conform his conduct to the Code 

of Professional Responsibility governing the conduct 
of lawyers in the State of Texas. 

It is. ORDERED that for so long as Respondent complies with the 
foregoing terms and conditions of probation, the disciplinary 
sanction consisting of a one-year suspension of Respondent's license 
to practice law shall be suspended; but upon a finding by the 
Committee that Respondent has failed to comply with the terms and 
conditions of probation, such disciplinary sanction shall be forth- 
with imposed upon the making of such finding by the Committee, and 
Respondent shall be suspended from the practice of law for one year 
thereafter, and during such suspension shall be enjoined from 
practicing law in the State of Texas, from holding himself out as an 
attorney at law, from performing any legal services for others, from 


accepting any legal fee directly or indirectly, from appearing as 
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counsel or in any representative capacity in any proceeding in any 
Texas court or before any Texas administrative body, and from 
holding himself out to others or using his name, in any manner, in 
conjunction with the words “attorney,” “attorney at law," "counselor 
at law," or "lawyer," and further shall thereupon be required to 
immediately surrender his Texas law license and permanent State Bar 
Card to the Clerk of the Supreme Court of Texas. 

This judgment shall become final upon the General Counsel of 
the State Bar of Texas declining to appeal this Agreed Judgment by 
signing the "Decline to Appeal" appended hereto, all in accordance 
with the provisions of the State Bar Rules governing the State Bar 
of Texas. 

In accordance with Article 10, Section 14(B), of the Rules 
Governing the State Bar of Texas, copies of this Judgment shall be 
forwarded to the Executive Director of the State Bar of Texas, the 
General Counsel of the State Bar of Texas, the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court of Texas, and the Clerk of the District Court of McLennan 
County, Texas, for entry upon the minutes of said Court, to be made 
a matter of record and appropriately recorded as the official action 
of the Committee. 

Respondent is warned that he may expect no leniency as to the 
imposition of professional discipline for any future acts of profes- 


sional misconduct. 
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Nn 
stcnep thie f° aay of I ec gue ce _, 1987. 


GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE 
DISTRICT NO. 8-B 
STATE BAR OF TEXAS 
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CONSENT TO JUDGMENT 


In connection with charges of Professional misconduct filed 
against me and considered by your Committee, I hereby consent to 
entry of the attached judgment in the form submitted to me pursuant 


to Article xX, Section 14, of the State Bar Rules. 
rt 
SIGNED this LS = day of , 1987. 


Rona H. Moody 
Bar Card No. 143 tooo0 


THE STATE OF TEXAS. X 
COUNTY OF McLENNAN [ 


BEFORE ME, the undersigned, a notary public in and for the 
State of Texas, on this day personally appeared Ronald H. Moody, 
known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed above, and 
acknowledged to me that he executed the same for the purposes and 
consideration therein expressed. TA 


GIVEN UNDER MY HAND AND SEAL OF OFFICE this day of 
dhiac. dstrA”__, 1987. 


Notary Public in and for 


the State of Texas Fie fink, 


My Commission expires: Lil ‘SG 24 


NOTICE 


Pursuant to Article xX, Section 10(F) of the State Bar Rules, 
either the General Counsel of the State Bar of Texas or the com— 
plainant, with the consent of the General Counsel, may appeal a 
sanction which is clearly inappropriate. Therefore, this judgment 
is not final until the General Counsel has declined to appeal or 
until an appeal, if any, is determined by the Disciplinary Review 
Committee. 


on this Bel day of , 1987, I, Steven D. 
Peterson, General Counsel o ie State Bar of Texas, do hereby 


decline to appeal the attached judgme 


SF 
me 
A LANA 
en D.°P 
General Counsel, State Bar of Texas 
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BEFORE THE GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE FOR THE STATE BAR . 
DISTRICT NO. 8-B THE STATE BAR OF TEXAS 


COMPLAINT AGAINST x 
KENNETH H. CROW I NO. 8B-0066-86-87 
WACO, TEXAS x 


AGREED JUDGMENT OF SUSPENSION 


BE IT REMEMBERED that a complaint was docketed with the Griey- 
ance Committee for State Bar District No. 8-B, State Bar of Texas, 
against Kenneth H. Crow, a licensed attorney and member of the State 
Bar of Texas, residing and maintaining an office in Waco, McLennan 
County, Texas, by the said Grievance Committee as complainant, 
alleging certain acts of professional misconduct on the part of said 
Kenneth H. Crow, hereinafter referred to as “Respondent,” which 
occurred in McLennan County, Texas. The Committee has considered 
the complaint, and Respondent, after being duly notified of the 
complaint, submitted his response to the allegations, and the 
Committee, having considered the complaint, response, and all 
evidence submitted to it, makes the following findings of fact: 

That Respondent, Kenneth H. Crow, made large cash campaign 

contributions to District Attorney Vic Feazell; that such 

large campaign contributions appeared to influence Vic 

Feazell's actions as a public official; that such large 

cash contributions were solicited and accepted by Vic 

Peazell; that such large cash contributions had at least 

the appearance of impropriety; and that respondent pleaded 

guilty to a misdemeanor offense of failure to pay income 

tax, a violation of 26 U.S.C. § 7203. 

Based upon and in consideration of the above findings of fact, 


the Committee makes the following conclusions of Lawes 


Ly 
a 
mh 
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That such conduct on the part of Respondent, Kenneth H. 

Crow, constituted conduct prejudicial to the adminis- 

tration of justice and conduct that adversely reflects on 

his fitness to practice law in violation of DR 1-102 (A) (5) 

and (6) of the Disciplinary Rules of the State Bar of 

Texas. 

By reason of the foregoing findings of fact and conclusions of 
law, the Committee is of the opinion that Respondent is guilty of 
professional misconduct and should be disciplined, However, the 
Committee further finds the existence of mitigating circumstances 
which warrant consideration by the Committee in connection with the 
imposition of disciplinary sanctions including the following: 

That Respondent disclosed such conduct to government 

investigators and prosecutors; that Respondent cooperated 

with government investigators and prosecutors in connec- 
tion with a criminal action against Vic Feazell; that 

Respondent is remorseful with regard to such misconduct on 

his part; that Respondent has a good reputation in the 

community; and that Respondent has already suffered by 

reason of damage to his law practice. 

Considering the professional misconduct described above, and 
the mitigating circumstances described above, the Committee is of 
the opinion that Respondent should be suspended from the practice of 
law for one year. It further appears to the Committee that the best 
interest of the public and of Respondent will be served by suspend- 
ing the imposition of the foregoing disciplinary sanction and 
allowing Respondent to continue to practice law under probation for 
a period of one year, subject to Respondent's compliance with the 
terms and conditions of probation set forth below, said period of 
probation to begin on the date that Respondent agrees to the entry 
of this judgment by signing and having acknowledged the Consent to 


Judgment form appended to the Agreed Judgment of Suspension. 
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It is, therefore, ORDERED that Respondent is hereby suspended 
from the practice of law in the State of Texas for one year; that 
the imposition of such disciplinary sanction is hereby suspended 
subject to the following terms and conditions of probation; and that 
Respondent shall comply with the following terms and conditions of 
Probation for a period of one year beginning on the date that 
Respondent agrees to the entry of this Judgment: 

AS hats Response shall commit no offense against the 

laws of this State or of any other State or of the 
United States. 

2. That Respondent shall commit no violation of any of 

the Disciplinary Rules of the State Bar of Texas. 

3. That Respondent shall conform his conduct to the Code 

of Professional Responsibility governing the conduct 
of lawyers in the State of Texas, 

It is ORDERED that for so long as Respondent complies with the 
foregoing terms and conditions of probation, the disciplinary 
sanction consisting of a one-year suspension of Respondent's license 
to practice law shall be suspended; but upon a finding by the 
Committee that Respondent has failed to comply with the terms and 
conditions of probation, such disciplinary sanction shall be forth- 
with imposed upon the making of such finding by the Committee, and 
Respondent shall be suspended from the practice of law for one year 
thereafter, and during such suspension shall be enjoined from 
practicing law in the State of Texas, from holding himself out as an 
attorney at law, from performing any legal services for others, from 


accepting any legal fee directly or indirectly, from appearing as 


7018256:6£2 =3= 


counsel or in any representative capacity in any proceeding iin any 
Texas court or before any Texas administrative body, and from 
holding himself out to others or using his name, in any manner, in 
conjunction with the words "attorney," "attorney at law," “counselor 
at law," or "lawyer," and further shall thereupon be required to 
immediately surrender his Texas law license and permanent State Bar 
Card to the Clerk of the Supreme Court of Texas. 

This judgment shall become final upon the General Counsel of 
the State Bar of Texas declining to appeal this Agreed Judgment by 
signing the "Decline to Appeal" appended hereto, all in accordance 
with the provisions of the State Bar Rules governing the State Bar 
of Texas. 

In accordance with Article 10, Section 14(B), of the Rules 
Governing the State Bar of Texas, copies of this Judgment shall be 
forwarded to the Executive Director of the State Bar of Texas, the 
General Counsel of the State Bar of Texas, the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court of Texas, and the Clerk of the District Court of McLennan 
County, Texas, for entry upon the minutes of said Court, to be made 
a matter of record and appropriately recorded as the official action 
of the Committee. 

Respondent is warned that he may expect no leniency as to the 
imposition of professional discipline for any future acts of profes- 


sional misconduct, 
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SIGNED this 4 day of lecents~ + 1987. 


GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE 
DISTRICT NO. 8-B 
STATE BAR OF TEXAS 


ouis Woodall, Secretary 
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CONSENT TO JUDGMENT c 


In connection with charges of professional misconduct filed 
against me and considered by your Committee, I hereby consent to 
entry of the attached judgment in the form submitted to me pursuant 


to Article X, Section 14, of the te Bar Rules. 
SIGNED this .S day of AC , 1987. 
mneth H, Crow 


Bar Card No. © S/S¥ 6000 


THE STATE OF TEXAS YX 
COUNTY OF McLENNAN { 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned, a notary public in and for the 
State of Texas, on this day personally appeared Kenneth H. Crow, 
known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed above, and 


acknowledged to me that he executed the same for the purposes and 
consideration therein expressed. 


GIVEN UNDER MY HAND AND SEAL OF OFFICE this S= day of 
er bagrhihnn _, 1987- = 
re ee 


cherokees of Texas Det 
My Commission expires: V7 tes 


NOTICE 


Pursuant to Article xX, Section 10(F) of the State Bar Rules, 
either the General Counsel of the State Bar of Texas or the com- 
plainant, with the consent of the General Counsel, may appeal a 
sanction which is clearly inappropriate. Therefore, this judgment 
is not final until the General Counsel has declined to appeal or 
yaa an appeal, if any, is determined by the Disciplinary Review 
Committee. 


on this By b- day of , 1987, I, Steven D. 
Peterson, General Counsel o e St Bar of Texas, do hereby 


decline to appeal the attached jud 


General Counsel, State Bar of Texas 
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BEFORE THE GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE FOR THE STATE BAR 
DISTRICT NO. 8-B THE STATE BAR OF TEXAS 


COMPLAINT AGAINST ¥ 
DONALD O. HALL I NO. 8B-0065-86~-87 
WACO, TEXAS X 


AGREED JUDGMENT OF SUSPENSION 


BE IT REMEMBERED that a complaint was docketed with the Griev- 
1 

ance Committee for State Bar District No. 8-B, State Bar of Texas, 
against Donald 0. Hall, a licensed attorney and member of the State 
Bar of Texas, residing and maintaining an office in Waco, McLennan 
County, Texas, by the said Grievance Committee as complainant, 
alleging certain acts of professional misconduct on the part of said 
Donald 0. Hall, hereinafter referred to as "Respondent," which 
occurred in McLennan County, Texas. The Committee has considered 
the complaint, and Respondent, after being duly notified of the 
complaint, submitted his response to the allegations, and the 
Committee, having considered the complaint, response, and all 
evidence submitted to it, makes the following findings of fact: 

That Respondent, Donald 0. Hall, admitted to the payment 

of bribes by himself and his law firm to District Attorney 

Vic Feazell in exchange for the said District Attorney's 

favorable treatment and disposition of certain of Respon- 

dent's clients' cases and for the agreement of said 

District Attorney Vic Feazell to exercise his discretion 

as a public official in favor of certain of Respondent's 

clients, which bribes were solicited, received, and 

accepted by Vic Feazell. Further, Respondent pleaded 

guilty to a misdemeanor offense of failure to pay income 

tax, a violation of 26 U.S.C. § 7203. 


Based upon and in consideration of the above findings of fact, 


the Committee makes the following conclusions of law: 


7018254:5£2 =i 


That the conduct of Respondent, Donald 0. Hall, constitut- 
ed violations of DR 1-102(A)(1), (3), (4), (5), (6), 
DR 2-107, DR 7-102(A)(7), (8), and DR 7-110(A) of the 
Disciplinary Rules of the State Bar of Texas. 


By reason of the foregoing findings of fact and conclusions of 
law, the Committee is of the opinion that Respondent is guilty of 
professional misconduct and should be disciplined. However, the 
Committee further finds the existence of mitigating circumstances 
which warrant consideration by the Committee in connection with the 
imposition of disciplinary sanctions including the following: 

That Respondent disclosed the illegal conduct of himself 

and others to government investigators and prosecutors; 

that Respondent cooperated with government investigators 

and prosecutors in connection with a criminal action 

against Vic Feazell, at potential risk to Respondent and 

his family; that Respondent testified truthfully and with 

candor in such criminal proceeding against Vic Feazell; 

that Respondent is remorseful with regard to such miscon- 
duct on his part; that Respondent has a good reputation in 

the community; that Respondent has already suffered 

punishment by reason of his remorse, a period of confine- | 

ment in jail, damage to his law practice, shame and 
humiliation; that Respondent is in very poor health and 
suffers from serious illnesses and personal problems; that 

Respondent has a history of participation in community 

service activities; and that Respondent has no prior 

disciplinary record. 

Considering the professional misconduct described above, and 
the mitigating circumstances described above, the Committee is of 
the opinion that Respondent should be suspended from the practice of 
law for three years, It further appears to the Committee that the 
best interest of the public and of Respondent will be served by 
suspending the imposition of the foregoing disciplinary sanction and 
allowing Respondent to continue to practice law under probation for 
a period of three years, subject to Respondent's compliance with the 


terms and conditions of probation set forth below, said period of 
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Probation to begin on the date that Respondent agrees to the entry 
of this judgment by signing and having acknowledged the Consent to 
Judgment form appended to the Agreed Judgment of Suspension, 

It is, therefore, ORDERED that Respondent is hereby suspended 
from the practice of law in the State of Texas for three years; that 
the imposition of such disciplinary sanction is hereby suspended 
subject to the following terms and conditions of probation; and that 
Respondent shall comply with the following terms and conditions of 
probation for a period of three years beginning on the date that 
Respondent agrees to the entry of this Judgment: 

ts That Respondent shall commit no offense against the 

laws of this State or of any other State or of the 
United States. 

Ze That Respondent shall commit no violation of any of 

the Disciplinary Rules of the State Bar of Texas. 

3. That Respondent shall conform his conduct to the Code 

of Professional Responsibility governing the conduct 
of lawyers in the State of Texas. 

It is ORDERED that for so long as Respondent complies with the 
foregoing terms and conditions of probation, the disciplinary 
sanction consisting of a three-year suspension of Respondent's 
license to practice law shall be suspended; but upon a finding by 
the Committee that Respondent has failed to comply with the terms 
and conditions of probation, such disciplinary sanction shall be 
forthwith imposed upon the making of such finding by the Committee, 
and Respondent shall be suspended from the practice of law for three 


years thereafter, and during such suspension shall be enjoined from 
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practicing law in the State of Texas, from holding himself out as an 
attorney at law, from performing any legal services for others, from 
accepting any legal fee directly or indirectly, from appearing as 
counsel or in any representative capacity in any proceeding in any 
Texas court or before any Texas administrative body, and from 
holding himself out to others or using his name, in any manner, in 
conjunction with the words “attorney," “attorney at law," "counselor 
at law,“ or “lawyer,” and further shall thereupon be required to 
immediately surrender his Texas law license and permanent State Bar 
Card to the Clerk of the Supreme Court of Texas. 

This judgment shall become final upon the General Counsel of 
the State Bar of Texas declining to appeal this Agreed Judgment by 
signing the "Decline to Appeal" appended hereto, all in accordance 
with the provisions of the State Bar Rules governing the State Bar 
of Texas. 

In accordance with Article 10, Section 14(B), of the Rules 
Governing the State Bar of Texas, copies of this Judgment shall be 
forwarded to the Executive Director of the State Bar of Texas, the 
General Counsel of the State Bar of Texas, the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court of Texas, and the Clerk of the District Court of McLennan 
County, Texas, for entry upon the minutes of said Court, to be made 
a matter of record and appropriately recorded as the official action 
of the Committee. 

Respondent is warned that he may expect no leniency as to the 
imposition of professional discipline for any future acts of profes- 


sional misconduct. 
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SIGNED this 7 den day of Decenbe Ye EIST. 


GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE 
DISTRICT NO. 8-B 
STATE BAR OF TEXAS 
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CONSENT TO JUDGMENT 


In connection with. charges of professional misconduct filed 
against me and considered by your Committee, I hereby consent to 
entry of the attached judgment in the form submitted to me pursuant 
to Article X, Section 14, of the State Bar Rules. 


SIGNED this Sth day of Deron en + 1987. 


onald 0, Hall 

Bar Card No. 08/ 480C0 
THE STATE OF TEXAS { 
COUNTY OF McLENNAN { 


BEFORE ME, the undersigned, a notary public in and for the 
State of Texas, on this day personally appeared Donald 0. Hall, 
known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed above, and 
acknowledged to me that he executed the same for the purposes and 
consideration therein expressed. 


we UNDER MY HAND AND SEAL OF OFFICE this Sh day of 


, 1987. 
EGR. HOLFE ie del in Ye 
te Hstery Poblic, Stste of Texas the State of Texas 
a Couzissica 9-32-84 
= Sater EARS J My Commission expires: Apt. 3 kell 
NOTICE 


Pursuant to Article X, Section 10(F) of the State Bar Rules, 
either the General Counsel of the State Bar of Texas or the com- 
plainant, with the consent of the General Counsel, may appeal a 
sanction which is clearly inappropriate. Therefore, this judgment 
is not final until the General Counsel has declined to appeal or 
until an appeal, if any, is determined by the Disciplinary Review 
Committee. 


On this Syt day of , 1987, I, Steven D. 
Peterson, Genera. founsel o e State Bar of Texas, do hereby 
decline to appeal the attached judgment. 

7 _f— 
oN, {7 
KA fA 
téven D. Peterson, 
General Counsel, State Bar of Texas 
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BEFORE THE GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE FOR THE STATE BAR 
DISTRICT NO. 8-B THE STATE BAR OF TEXAS 


COMPLAINT AGAINST X 
WALTER DICK KETTLER z NO. 8B-0067-86-87 
WACO, TEXAS X 


AGREED JUDGMENT OF SUSPENSION 


BE IT REMEMBERED that a complaint was docketed with the Griev- 
ance Committee for State Bar District No. 8-B, State Bar of Texas, 
against Walter Dick Kettler, a licensed attorney and member of the 
State Bar of Texas, residing and maintaining an office in Waco, 
McLennan County, Texas, by the said Grievance Committee as complain- 
ant, alleging certain acts of professional misconduct on the part of 
said Walter Dick Kettler, hereinafter referred to as “Respondent," 
which occurred in McLennan County, Texas. The Committee has con- 
sidered the complaint, and Respondent, after being duly notified of 
the complaint, submitted his response to the allegations, and the 
Committee, having considered the complaint, response, and all 
evidence submitted to it, makes the following findings of fact: 

That Respondent, Walter Dick Kettler, admitted complicity 

in the payment of bribes by his law partner and his law 

firm to District Attorney Vic Feazell in exchange for the 

said District Attorney's favorable treatment and disposi- 
tion of clients' cases and for the agreement of said 

District Attorney Vic Feazell to exercise his discretion 

as a public official in favor of clients of Respondent's 

law partner and law firm, which bribes were solicited, 

received, and accepted by Vic Feazell. Further, Respon- 

dent pleaded guilty to a misdemeanor offense of failure to 

pay income tax, a violation of 26 U.S.C. § 7203. 

Based upon and in consideration of the above findings of fact, 


the Committee makes the following conclusions of law: 
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That the conduct of Respondent, Walter Dick Kettler, 
constituted violations of certain of the Disciplinary 
Rules of the State Bar of Texas, including DR 1-102(A) (1), 
(5) and (6), DR 1-103(A), DR 7-102(A) (8) , and DR 7-110(A). 


By reason of the foregoing findings of fact and conclusions of 
law, the Committee is of the opinion that Respondent is guilty of 
professional misconduct and should be disciplined. However, the 
Committee further finds the existence of mitigating circumstances 
which warrant consideration by the Committee in connection with the 
imposition of disciplinary sanctions including the following: 

That Respondent was among the first to disclose the 

illegal conduct of himself and others to government 

investigators and prosecutors; that Respondent cooperated 
fully with and assisted government investigators and 
prosecutors in connection with a criminal action against 

Vic Feazell, at potential risk to Respondent and his 

family; that Respondent testified truthfully and with 

candor and forthrightness in such criminal proceeding 
against Vic Feazell; that Respondent is truly remorseful 

and repentant with regard to such misconduct on his part; 

that Respondent has a good reputation in the community 

among both lawyers and laymen; that many citizens and 

respected members of the community have attested to 

Respondent's good character and repentance and have urged 

that he be accorded leniency; that Respondent has already 

suffered immeasurably by reason of his intense remorse and 

the discredit which he feels he has brought on himself, 

his family, and his profession. 

Considering the professional misconduct described above, and 
the mitigating circumstances described above, the Committee is of 
the opinion that Respondent should be suspended from the practice of 
law for one year. It further appears to the Committee that the best 
interest of the public and of Respondent will be served by suspend- 
ing the imposition of the foregoing disciplinary sanction and 
allowing Respondent to continue to practice law under probation for. 
a period of one year, subject to Respondent's compliance with the 


terms and conditions of probation set forth below, said period of 
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probation to begin on the date that Respondent agrees to the entry 
of this judgment. by signing and having acknowledged the Consent to 
Judgment form appended to the Agreed Judgment of Suspension. 

It is, therefore, ORDERED that Respondent is hereby suspended 
from the practice of law in the State of Texas for one year; that 
the imposition of such disciplinary sanction is hereby suspended 
subject to the following terms and conditions of probation; and that 
Respondent shall comply with the following terms. and conditions of 
probation for a period of one year beginning on the date that 
Respondent agrees to the entry of this Judgment: 

1. That Respondent shall commit no offense against the 

laws of this State or of any other State or of the 
United States. 

2. That Respondent shall commit no violation of any of 

the Disciplinary Rules of the State Bar of Texas. 

3. That Respondent shall conform his conduct to the Code 

of Professional Responsibility governing the conduct 
of lawyers in the State of Texas. 

It is ORDERED that for so long as Respondent complies with the 
foregoing terms and conditions of Probation, the disciplinary 
sanction consisting of a one-year suspension of Respondent's license 
to practice law shall be suspended; but upon a finding by the 
Committee that Respondent has failed to comply with the terms and 
conditions of probation, such disciplinary sanction shall be forth- 
with ‘imposed upon the making of such finding by the Committee, and 
Respondent shall be suspended from the practice of law for one year 


thereafter, and during such suspension shall be enjoined from 
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practicing law in the State of Texas, from holding himself out as an 
attorney at law, from performing any legal services for others, from 
accepting any legal fee directly or indirectly, from appearing as 
counsel or in any representative capacity in any proceeding in any 
Texas court or before any Texas administrative body, and from 
holding himself out to others or using his name, in any manner, in 
conjunction with the words "attorney," "attorney at law," "counselor 
at law," or "lawyer," and further shall thereupon be required to 
immediately surrender his Texas law license and permanent State Bar 
Card to the Clerk of the Supreme Court of Texas. 

This judgment shall become final upon the General Counsel of 
the State Bar of Texas declining to appeal this Agreed Judgment by 
signing the "Decline to Appeal" appended hereto, all in accordance 
with the provisions of the State Bar Rules governing the State Bar 
of Texas. 

In accordance with Article 10, Section 14(B), of the Rules 
Governing the State Bar of Texas, copies of this Judgment shall be 
forwarded to the Executive Director of the State Bar of Texas, the 
General Counsel of the State Bar of Texas, the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court of Texas, and the Clerk of the District Court of McLennan 
County, Texas, for entry upon the minutes of said Court, to be made 
a matter of record and appropriately recorded as the official action 
of the Committee. 

Respondent is warned that he may expect no leniency as to the 
imposition of professional discipline for any future acts of profes- 


sional misconduct. 
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sicnep this _/3 ‘aay of Loy Ereber, 1987. 


GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE 
DISTRICT NO. 8-B 
STATE BAR OF TEXAS 
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BY: 


* Secretary 


-S- 


CONSENT TO JUDGMENT 


In connection with charges of professional misconduct filed 
against me and considered by your Committee, I hereby consent to 
entry of the attached judgment in the form submitted to me pursuant 
to Article X, Section 14, of the State Bar Rules. 


SIGNED this XS7K day of Vloventee , 1987. 


water Lee fed f 


Bar Card No. [sJo) 
THE STATE OF TEXAS { 
COUNTY OF McLENNAN { 


BEFORE ME, the undersigned, a notary public in and for the 
State of Texas, on this day personally appeared Walter Dick Kettler, 
known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed above, and 
acknowledged to me that he executed the same for the purposes and 
consideration therein expressed. 


nN GIVEN, UNDER MY HAND AND SEAL OF OFFICE this S574 day of 
uiNoA atsuor 


, 1987. 
Notarr abt, tote Teas. Notary vere an 24 fc 


eet aot ame a 9 the State of Texas 
2 


seeiecech My Commission expires: _/0-29-£9 


NOTICE 


Pursuant to Article X, Section 10(F) of the State Bar Rules, 
either the General Counsel of the State Bar of Texas or the com- 
plainant, with the consent of the General Counsel, may appeal a 
sanction which is clearly inappropriate. Therefore, this judgment 
is not final until the General Counsel has declined to appeal or 
until an appeal, if any, is determined by the Disciplinary Review 


Committee. 
on this rl day of Decevlrs ac , 1987, I, Steven D. 
Peterson, Genera ‘counsel o. e ate Bar of Texas, do hereby 


decline to appeal the attached judgment.’ 


ven D, Peterson, 
General Counsel, State Bar of Texas 
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BEFORE THE GRIZVANCE CONMITTRE 
FOR THE STATE SAR DISTRICT NO,, 8-B 


STATE BAR OF TEXAS 


n 


COMPLAINT AGAINST — r No, 
DICK. CLARK : 3 
WACO, TEXAS 


JUDGMENT OF REPRIMAND 


Jes 


After. considering the complaint 
Committee: for State Bar District Ho. 8-8, 
against pick Clark, the said Grievance conni tte made the - -fehiewing 


ndings: 


State of ‘Texas, is a member of the State Aar.of Tcxas 


and erackices law-in Waco, HcLennan County,” - Texas. 


‘The Conmittee. found aug cause to believe 


large'icash canpsign éonvcibetions to; District Attorneys Vie reazelt 
; oars 4 Z 


for the, purpose ae 
public | “etticial: that. such - “Thkge § 


influence Wie Feazeli's sacbions as < chat see, 
ance of sepropeieey? 

administration ‘ot justice” 

Disciplinary Rules of the state Bat vok Texas 

foré finds that Dick Clark ia’ geil 

fehould be disciplined. <The case fidther finds “mitigating 
“Gircumstances ingfavor of Dick Clark, twhich warrant consis 

such mitigaring circumstances. include the Committee's €F 


Yolezs ys 5k 


Dick Clark was the first .o amens: the! first: ‘to aiscioes suc) 


jeonduct ;* 


en 


that, pik: ‘Clark pea, 


such elena is progeediny against. Vie, Feazell; “that” Bek Clark. .is 


remorseful with regard’ to Such misconduct on Ais part vand eine Dick 


Clark has. 7998 reputation in the community. 


Ring 
Convidering the nature of the professional mieconduct described, 


ebove, and pking into consideration the mitigating circunétences 


described above, a REPRIMAND is hereby voted against. Dick cléek: by 


the Grievance Committee for State Bar, District No.*8-B, state i Bar’ of 


Texas, for professional misconduct as hereinabove set.forth. 


This Reprimand ‘is to be. made a matter of ‘record afd “aporopr ix 
ately recorded, and in accordance with Articie 10, Section 14(B) of 


the State Bar Rules, is to sbe published in the. Texas. Bay ournal, 


with copies forwarded to the Executive ‘ "Director of. thé: State Bar bt 
Texas, “the Clerk ot. the supiens: Court ne Texas, the Eondeat Counsel 
of the State Bar ‘of - Texas, and the Clerk. of the District Court of. 
a Rebernas County Texas, to be made a’ matter of mrcare and appropri 


“ately recorded-asthe.official action of tl 


Dick Clark’ is warned that he may jpmpere no leniency ss to the 
imposition of professional eisctpiang Hor further acts of profes- 


sionei misconduct. 


13.7% gay of November, 1987. 


‘ pated this 


GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE 
DISTRICT NO. 8-B 
STATE. BAR OF TEXAS 
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CONSENT TO JUDGMENT : 


In connection with charges of professional misconduct filed 
against me and considered by your Committee,. I hereby consent to 
entry of the attached judgment in the form submitted to me pursuant 
to Article 10, Section 14, of the State Bar Rules. ss 


SIGNED this 2.5 “ aay af fa penypzeye _, 1987. 


THE STATE«OF TEXAS & 


COUNTY OF.MCLENNAN 1 
Ske 


BEFORE WE, the undersigned, a notary.public in and for the 
State of Texas, on this day pérsonally appeared Dick Clark, known to 
me to be the person whose name is subscribed above,’ and acknowledged 
to me that he executed the same for the purposes and‘ consideration 
therein ‘expressed. 


Given under my hand and seal of. office this 
TA Sust w(Gur , 1987. : 


Pred i} 
Notary Public 


the State of 


My Commission expires: 


oe NOTICE i = 


Pursuant to Article 10, Section 10(F) of the State Bar Rules, 
either the General Counsel of the State Bar of T2xas or the com- 
plainant, -with..the consent of the Gencral Counsel, may appeal a 


sanction which is clearly inappropriate. ~ There fere,—this_judgment 
is not final until the General. Counsel has declined to appeal or 
until an appeal, if any, is determined by the Disciplinary Review 
Committee. 


On this Brl. day of +1987, I, Steven oD, 
Peterson, General Counsel of the State Bar of Texas, do hereby 


decline to appeal the attached judgment. 


even 


~ Peterson, 
Géneral Cou 


nsel, State Bar of Texas 
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Suspensions ers 


Qn Jan. 4, Victor F. Fearel pf Waco 
was placed on two years probated sus- 
Pension by an agreed judgment with the 
District 8-B Grievance Committee. The 
Brlevance committee Found just cause to 
believe that Feazell, the McLennan 
County District Attorney, received 
funds from lawyers representing criminal 
defendants and expecting leniency for 
thelr clients, and that he called a district 
iudge a “liar” to the press. Feazell denied 
committing professional misconduct. 


Earl F, Levis, an attorney of Bexar 
County, accepted a suspension from the 
Practice of law on Oct. 21, 1987 for two 
years with the last 18 months probated. 
The first six months of actual suspension 
is effective from Nov. 1, 1987, to May 1, 
1988, and the remaining 18 months (May 
1, 1988, to Nov. 1, 1989) will be probated 
Pending respondent's satisfactory com- 
Pliance with the provisions of probation, 

istrie 


Ronald C. Nicholas, an attorney of 
Harris County, accepted a 12-month sus- 
Pension Nov. 20, 1987, with the last six 
months probated. The active Suspension 
is effective from Dec. 20, 1987, to June 
20, 1988. The probated suspension, sub- 
ject to provisions of probation, is from 
June 20 to Dec. 20. 

The District 4-C Grievance Committee 
concluded that Nicholas Failed to 
Promptly pay or deliver to clients as 
requested the funds, securitics, or other 
Properties in his possession which the 
clients were entitled to receive. The com- 
mittee also found Nicholas willfully or 
intentionally neglected legal matters 
entrusted to him, intentionally failed to 
seek the lawful objectives of his clients 
through reasonably available means per- 
mitted by law, and intentionally failed to 
carry out contracts of employment 
entered into with clients for professional 
services, 


David P. Hardaway, an attorney of 


intentionally failed tocarry out contracts 
of employment entered into with clients 
for professional services, Smith preju. 
diced or damaged clients during the 
course of the professional relationship, 
failed to promptly notify clients of the 
receipts of funds and failed to Promptly 
Pay or deliver to clients as requested the 
funds, securities, or other properties in 
his possession which the clients were 
entitled to receive. The court further 
found Smith engaged in conduct prej 
dicial to the administration of justice and 
conduct that adversely reflected on his 
fitness to practice law. 


Donald O. Hall, a Waco attorney, 
agreed to a three-year suspension from 
the practice of law Dec. 5, 1987, The 
suspension Is probated for a period of 
three years subject to terms and condi- 
tions of probation. The District 8-D 
Grievance Committee found the 
attorney admitted to the payment of 
bribes lawfirmto-a— 


FA Grievan: 


tee ascertained Levis violated terms of a 
disciplinary judgment of suspension he 
agreed to on March 12, 1985. He also 
willfully or intentionally neglected a 
legal matter entrusted to him by allowing 
the statute of limitation to run on a cli- 
ent’s suit, 


The 3rd Judicial District Court of Hen- 
derson County suspended E. Ray 
Andrews, a Henderson County attorney, 
from the practice of law by agreed judg- 
ment entered Oct. 20, 1987. The suspen- 
sion is for 14 months with the last 12 
months probated beginning Nov. 15, 
1987, and ending Jan. 14, 1989, subject to 
the terms of the agreed judgment and the 
Provisions of the probation. 

The court found Andrews undertook 
to appeal the criminal conviction of a 
client and failed 10 timely file an appel- 
late brief on behalf of the client, notwith- 
standing the fact he was granted three 
extensions of time for the filing of the 
brief, resulting In the appellate courts 
affirming the criminal conviction with- 
out the benefit of a brief being filed on 


matter as of April 25, 1984, By such con. 
duct, Andrews willfully or intentionally 
neglected legal matters entrusted to him, 
failed to carry out contracts of employ- 
ment entered into with clients for profes- 
sonal services, and prejudiced or 
damaged his clients during the course of 
the professional relationship, 


from the practice of law, effective Dec. 
1S, 1987. The final three years of the 
suspension are probated. 

The District 15-D G ievance Cammit- 
tee found Hardaway engaged in conduct 
involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or 
misrepresentalion: conduct Prejudicial 
to the administration of justice, and con- 
duct that adversely reflected on his fit- 
ness to practice law. The committee 
found Hardaway willfully or inten- 
tionally neglected a legal matter 
entrusted to him; failed to render appro- 
Priate accountings to a client concerning 
funds in his possession; and failed to fur- 
nish information requested by the griev- 
ance committee. Hardaway also agreed 
to reimburse the Client Security Fund of 
the State Bar of Texas for any amount the 
fund may pay to one complainant in this 
matter. 


The 48th Judicial District Court of Tar- 
rant County suspended DJ. Smith, a 
Dallas attorney, from the Practice of law 
for six years by agreed judgment entered 
Dec. 8, 1987. The suspension began 
March 1 and will run through Feb, 28, 
1994. The Final two years of the suspen- 
sion, March 1, 1992 through Feb, 28, 
1994, are to be probated. 

The court found Smith, in his repre- 
sentation of five clients, willfully or 
intentionally neglected legal matters 
entrusted to him, handled legal matters 
without preparation adequate under the 
circumstances, intentionally failed to 
seek the lasvful objectives of his clients 
through reasonably available means and 


Ten ension—public-efficial-in-exchange-forthe public — 


official's favorable treatment and dis- 
Position of certain of respondent's cli- 
ents’ cases and for the agreement of said 
Public official to exercise his discretion as 
a public official in favor of certain of 
respondent's clients. The committee 
found the bribes were solicited, received, 
and accepted by the public official. Fur- 
ther, the committee found Hall guilty of a 
misdemeanor offense of failure to pay 
income tax. 


Walter Dick Kettler, a Waco attorney, 
agrced to 


@ one-year suspension, fully 
probated subject to terms and conditions 
of probation, on Nov. 25, 1987. The Dis. 
trict 8-B Grievance Committee Found the 
attorney admitted complicity in the pay- 
ment of bribes by his law partner and his 
law firm to a public official in exchange 
for the favorable treatment and disposi- 
tion of clients’ cases and for the agree- 
ment of the public official to exercise his 
discretion in favor of clients of respon. 
dent's law partner and law firm, The 
bribes were solicited, received, and 
accepted by the public official. The com- 
mittce further found respondent pleaded 
guilty to a misdemeanor offense of 
failure to pay income tax, 


Donald W, Rankston, an attorney of 
Fort Bend County, agreed toa six-month 
suspension fully probated for one year 
subject to terms and conditions an Dec, 
15, 1987. The Mistrict 5-1) Grievance 
Committee found the respondent 
engaged in conduct adversely reflecting 
on his fitness to practice law, 
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Dy agreed juclgment of the 239th Jucti- 
cial District Court of Brazoria County, 
James E. Coate of Pearland was sus- 
pended from the practice of law for twa 
years. The suspension is fully probated 
beginning Dec. 3, 1987. By the same 
judgment, Coate also received a public 
reprimand. The court found the attorney 
committed professional misconduct by 
neglecting legal matters entrusted to him 
and by failing to cooperate with the Dis- 
trict 5-C Grievance Committee concern- 
ing a grievance filed against him. 


The 157th Judicial District Court of 
Harris County suspended Katharene I. 
Halsey of Houston from the practice of 
law for 24 months effective Dec. 3, 1987, 
The court found Halsey willfully or 
intentionally neglected legal matters 
entrusted to her, failed, and/or refused, 
to communicate with clients concerning 
the status of legal matters, and failed, 
and/or refused, to keep clients informed 
of the status of legal matters. Halsey, the 
court found, willfully or intentionally 
failed, and/or refused, to prosecute a 
case with reasonable diligence so the case 


—— -was-dismisse 


falsely represented toa client that her 


been dismissed for want of prosecution; 
intentionally neglected, failed, and/or 
refused, to inform a client of seltings of 
hearings in a legal matter: and failed to 
furnish information requested by the 
Office of General Counsel and the Dis- 
trict 4-A Grievance Committee concern- 
ing grievances filed against her, 


Victor If. Gillespie, an attorney of 
Corpus Christi, agreed to a public repri- 
mand and a 30-day suspension from the 
Practice of law on Dec. 1, 1987. The Dis- 
trict 11-A Committee found Gillespie 
failed to furnish information requested 
by the committee concerning a grievance 
filed against him. The suspension was 
effective Nov. 23, 1987 through Dec. 22, 
1987. 

The District 11-A Committee found 
respondent failed to seek the lawful 
objectives of a client and failed to carry 
‘out a contract of employment entered 
into witha client resulting in prejudice or 
carnage to his client during the course of 
the professional relationship. 


Wai ne, 
ed-a-one-years 


failed to seek the lawful objectives 
clients through reasonably avai 
means, and failed to carry out con 
of employment entered into with a 
for professional services. It was ft 
found Littleton Failed to furnish infe 
tion requested by the grievance cor 
tee ina timely fashion, 


Melvin E, Corley, an attorne 
Travis County, was suspended fro 
practice of law for five years by a 
judgment of the 345th Judicial D 
Court of Travis County. The susper 
which is probated, runs from Jan. 1, 
through Dec, 31, 1992. The court f 
Corley willfully or intention 
neglected! a legal matler entrusted tc 
intentionally failed to seek the fi 
objectives of his client through rea 
bly available means permitted by 
intentionally failed to carry out a 
tract of employment entered into v 
client for professional services, and 
to promptly pay or deliver to a clit 
requested by a client the fu 
securities, or other properties in the 
jon of the lawyer which the clien 
entitled to rec: 


case was pending knowing that it had 


DEED PLOTTEH4: 
VERSION 2.0 
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Practice of law on Dec. 5, 1987. The sus 
Pensions fully probated subject to terms 
and conditions of the probation. The 
District 8-B Grievance Committee found 
the attorney made large cash campaign 
contributions to a public official, that 
such large cash contributions were solic- 
ited and accepted by the public official, 
and that such large cash contributions 
had at least the appearance of 
impropriety. Moody pleaded guilty to a 
misdemeanor offense of failure to pay 
income tax. 


Ke 1 ww_a Waco attorney, 
accepted a one-year suspension from the 
practice of law Dec. 5, 1987. The suspen- 
sion is fully probated subject to com- 
pliance with terms and conditions of 
probation. The District 8-B Grievance 
Committee found the attorney made 
large cash campaign contributions to a 
public official, that such large cash con- 
tributions were solicited and accepted by 
the public official, and such large cash 
contributions had al least the appearance 
of impropriety. Respondent pleaded 
guilty to failure to pay income tax. 


Drew Jackson Littleton of Hidalgo 
County accepted a six-month suspen- 
sion, fully probated for six months sub- 
ject to strict observance of certain 
conditions set forth by the District 12-B 
Grievance Committee. The suspension 
was effective Oct, 2, 1987. 

The District 12-B Grievance Commit- 
tee found Littleton, in three matters, 
willfully or Intentionally neglected legal 
matters entrusted lo him, intentionally 


Disbarments ——____ 


Lon R. Starke, an attorney of D 
was disbarred by judgment of the 
Judicial District Court of Dallas Co 
The court found Starke engaged in 
duct involving dishonesty, fraud, d 
or misrepresentation and conduct 
adversely reflected on his fitness to 
tice law. He handled a legal matter v 
he knew or should have known he 
not competent to handle, handled a 
matter without preparation adec 
under the circumstances, willful 
intentionally neglected a legal m 
entrusted to him, and intentionally | 
fo seek the lawful objectives of his: 
through reasonably available mean 
mitted by law. Starke, it was fc 
intentionally failed to carry out a 
tract of employment entered into v 
client for professional services and i 
tionally prejudiced or damaged his 
during the course of the professiona 
tionship. The order was entered on 
16, 1987, 


The 1S2nd Juclicial District Cor 
Harris County disbarred Mike C. N 
by orderentered Oct. 19, 1987. The 
found Mapes willfully and intentic 
neglected a legal matter allow 
default to be entered against his « 
The court further found Mapes 
tionally misrepresented the status | 
case to the client and advised her tc 
action contrary to the court order. 

Due to Mapes’ deceit and misrept 
tation, his client was found in cont 
and fined. Mapes thereupon agre 


On Nov, 9%, 1987, 
District Court of Harris County entered 
Myertt disharting Henry W. Smith of 

louston, The court found Smith vio- 
lated Disciplinary Rules 1-102(A)(3), (4), 


(5), and (6), 2-106(A) and (B), 3-101(B), 
6-101(A 


also found Smith violated Disciplinary 
(3), and (8), 
2-101(B), 2-101(C)(2), 2-101(E), and 
2-104 of the Code of 


Public Reprimands —— 


Harold Jackson (ack) Holcomb, for- 
merly of Waco, agreed to two public rep- 
timands Dec, 28, 1987. The District 8-B 


conduct involving dishonesty, 


fraud, 


deceit, or misrepresentation 


A Houston allorney agreed tn a pri- 


vale reprimand an Oct. 29. 


1987. The 


District 4-1 Grievance Committee found 


the altorney 
timely file an action to set aside a 


failed and/or refused to 
judg- 


ment by bill of review, 


A San Antonio 


Private reprimand on Nov. 17, 1987. The 
District 10-A Grievance Committee 
found the attorney accepted employment 


Or personal interests, without the consent 
of his client or without full disclosure to 


his client. The 
that attorney 


transaction with a client having differing 
interests therein, 


AnElPaso attorney agreedtoa private 
reprimand on Nov. 25, 1987, The Dis. 
trict 17-A Grievance Committee found 


willfully and intentionally neglected 
legal matters and intentionally failed to 
carry out contracts of employment 
entered into with clients, 


An attorney of Harris County 
accepted a private reprimand on Oct, 30, 
1987. The District 4-£ Grievance Com- 
mittee found the allorney engaged in 


the attorney. failedandrefuse 
nmittee Th 
Article X, 


Rules. 


e = 
violation oi 
Section 7, of the State Bar 


A Tort Warth attorney agreed lo tivo 
private reprimands 


against him 
Counsel and 


A Richmond attorney agreed toa pri- 
Vite reprimand on Dec. 9, 1987, The bis. 
trict 5-1 Grievance Commit tee found the 


A Houston attorney agreed to a pri- 
vate reprimand on Dec. 1, 1987. The is. 
trict 4-B Grievance Committee found the 
attorney represented a client where the 
attorney had a conflict of interest in yio- 
lation of DR 5-105, 


A Dallas attorney agreed to a private 
reprimand Dec. 14, 1987. The District 
Six Grievance Committee found the 
attorney willfully or intentionally 
neglected a legal matter entrusted to him, 
failed to seek the lawful objectives of his 

UR teaso, 
means, and failed to carry out a contract 
of employment entered into with a client 


“He used to head the hottest law firm in town, 


Then one day he decided 


FOIA Saurten oF cnane ravens, WH RGUDIND OUR NEW NIP. PAPERS Fon Use 
wins CASEAMMINIENS IN Eee WAITE Ce YOUR Finals SUMLONERY TON, FLW. KENANS, 
ChANE i 


400, 20 souriisr. 


40 stop using Crane's" 


- DALION, MASS. 01 
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